Imperialism and the Radicals
powerful factor inside the walls of tlie popular Chamber. The
stage of agitation has passed, and the time for action has
come." And the programme itself proclaimed that Socialism
was "not a stigma, but a modern tendency, pressing for
recognition," and that "the path of legislative progress in
England has been for years, and must continue to be, distinctly
Socialistic." It clearly indicated that the continuance of the
monarchy must be subject to the good behaviour of the
monarch as a mere figure-head for an essentially democratic
government.
It is significant that, almost simultaneously with Chamber-
lain's "Radical Programme," there appeared under the tide,
The New Liberal Programme, a collective volume to which a
number of Trade Union Members of Parliament contributed
their views. George Howell, Thomas Burt and Ben Pickard all
set down their ideas; but not one of them had a single measure
of an even remotely socialistic character to suggest. They did
not even propose any sort of industrial legislation; their con-
tributions, apart from vague phrases about Radicalism and
democracy, were concerned with Home Rule for Ireland, small-
holdings for agricultural workers, temperance reform, and
similar proposals which, however estimable, in no way marked
them off as representatives of the working class. Their views
were not in advance of Chamberlain's; they were an immense
way behind.
What is here of importance is that the imperialist Radicalism
of Chamberlain and his group represented the extremity of
the divorce between Radicalism in home affairs and opposition
to the advance of economic imperialism in the world as a
whole. The domestic Radical programme, like the Fabian
programme of a few years later, rested on the assumption that
home and foreign affairs had in practice very little connection.
At home, the task of the Radicals was to promote a more even
distribution of wealth; but the wealth that was to be redis-
tributed was taken for granted, without any examination of its
sources. It was regarded, in effect, as natural and assured tha
Great Britain, as the leader of world industrialism, should go
on getting richer and richer, and should devote her surplus
capital resources to the exploitation of the less developed